
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

Appeal #8003 0 ,  J. Coakley, appellant, 

The Zoning Administrator Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously carried the following Older 
was entered on December 1, 1964: 

That the appeal fo r  a var ia  ce from the use provW.ons of the R-4 
Distr ict  t o  psrmdt open storage on a l l &  l o t  47, quare 2858, rear of premises 
U)13-1!5-19 Fairmont St, N.W., be denied, 

A s  the r e s u l t  of an inspection of the  property by the Board, and fromthe 
records and the evidence adduced a t  the hearing,the Board finds the  following 
facts: 

(1) Appellantls lo t ,  which is located on the in te r io r  of square 2858, has 
an area of 2875 square f e e t  of land an6 is 57.5 x 50 fee t  i n  size. The ent i re  
square is zoned R-4, 

(2) The perimeter of t h i s  square i s  improved and u t i l ized  msident ia l ly  
both as  single-family homes and apartments. 

(3) Appellant proposes t o  h t i l i z e  t h i s  l o t  fo r  storage of equipment 
for  a plastering contractor which w i l l  be i n  the  open. He w i l l  pick up 
materials for  any part icular  job and w i l l  tclereafter bring these materials 
back t o  be stored on the property. Ruployees i n  t h i s  operation w i l l  vary 
i n  number from four t o  f i f teen.  Appellant stated tha t  the use of t h i s  l o t  
will be spasmodic coming i n  and out a t  varying intervals. 

(4 )  This appeal has been f i l ed  under the provisions of Section 8207,ll 
of t h e  Zoning Regulations, as regulation requirements i n  the R-4 Dis t r ic t  stated 
tha t  the Board may consider t h e  s torage of wares and goods on an a l ley  l o t  
only i f  suclpr storage is located i n  a building containing not i n  excess of 2500 
square f ee t  02 gross f loor  area, 

(5) There was objection registered a t  the public hearing by approximately 
10% of the persons residing within t h i s  square. This objection was predicated 
upon the contention that the  use of t h i s  property for  open storage of materials 
and equipment w i l l  c rea te  a nuisance; w i l l  f a c i l i t a t e  harborageof rats and 
other rodents; will create an a t t rac t ive  nuisance t o  children i n  the area; 
wi l l  destroy the peace and quiet of the neighborhood, and w i l l  destroy the 
resident ial  character of the  block, 

OPINION: 

The Board is of the  opinion that the use of t h i s  property for  the sborage 
of materials and equipment i n  the open will be objectionable i n  this resident ial  
square because of noise and other objectionable features of t h i s  type of 
operation. Further, the Board waer unable t o  f ind  and appellant was unable t o  
prove that by reason of exceptional narrowness, shallowness, or shape of the 
specific property, o r  by reason of exceptional topographical or other extra- 
ordinary or exceptional s i tuat ion or  condition of the property, that  the s t r i c t  



application of t h e  Zoning Regulations w i $ l  resul t  i n  peculiar and exceptional 
prac t ica l  d i f f i c i t u l t i e s  t o  o r  exceptional and undue hardship. The Board i s  
also of the opinion tha t  the contention of the objectom i n  this appeal are 
t o  a large degree substantiated by the faats.  

I n  vim of the  above findings of fac t  t h e  Board is of the  opinion that 
thegant ing  of t h i s  appeal would resul t  i n  substant ial  detriment t o  the  public 
good and would substantially impair the  intent, purpose, and in tegr i ty  of the 
zone plan as embodied i n  the Zoning Regulations and map. 


